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Adversarial Example Generation Method Based on Sparse Perturbation

JI Shun-Hui'?, HU Li-Ming"?, ZHANG Peng-Cheng'”?, QI Rong-Zhi'?
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Abstract: In recent years, deep neural network (DNN) has made great progress in the field of image. However, studies show that DNN is
susceptible to the interference of adversarial examples and exhibits poor robustness. By generating adversarial examples to attack DNN, the
robustness of DNN can be evaluated, and then corresponding defense methods can be adopted to improve the robustness of DNN. The
existing adversarial example generation methods still have some defects, such as insufficient sparsity of generated perturbations, and
excessive perturbation magnitude. This study proposes an adversarial example generation method based on sparse perturbation, sparse

perturbation based adversarial example generation (SparseAG), which can generate relatively sparse and small-magnitude perturbations for
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image examples. Specifically, SparseAG first selects the perturbation points iteratively based on the gradient value of the loss function for
the input image to generate the initial adversarial example. In each iteration, the candidate set of the new perturbation points is determined
in the order of gradient value from large to small values, and the perturbation which makes the value of loss function value smallest is
added to the image. Secondly, a perturbation optimization strategy is employed in the initial perturbation scheme to improve the sparsity
and authenticity of the adversarial example. The perturbations are improved based on the importance of each perturbation for jumping out
of the local optimum, and the redundant perturbation and the redundant perturbation magnitude are further reduced. This study selects the
CIFAR-10 dataset and the ImageNet dataset to evaluate the method in the target attack and non-target attack scenarios. The experimental
results show that SparseAG can achieve a 100% attack success rate in different datasets and different attack scenarios, and the sparsity and
the overall perturbation magnitude of the generated perturbations are better than those of the comparison methods.

Key words: deep neural network (DNN); adversarial example generation; sparse perturbation; image recognition; target attack; non-target

attack

UTAER, VR AN ZE M 2% (deep neural network, DNN) 7 BRI T R R HERE, )2 1w il T H Ak
P MRS o E P Ry B 45 3 2 PSR 4% Bl DNIN G540 i & 2%, Hott BG4 A0S B RS F7 AR W7 noit, 76
— e AV SR R AT, S AR Y E B Yt AT AT R S

R DNN ZEA [RS8 B A s U 28, 7RG — L8205 R iRk AE ORI FE A IS, DNN 1T BB S 45 Hi K
RIS 18, B AL B FRTE. Szegedy 25 N R H, Broks & 6t AR I — 28 A AR 3 LLEZSE B /N e sh,
I XFHUREAS, DNN 5 A Al B 4% 77 A A (10 S . 37 22 4 b s SR A v (R A — AN+ 20 B IR e B, 4912
15 H B2 50, Bock 2 0 I 6 B2 IR ) 4 WA D — 28 A RIS I UINEEN, B BBl R G T Re ek e AR
IR 45 S, JE AR R IR SR, B3 E B A R A I A B SR h T ORBEAE OGN A (K e Ak,
BT HOREA A 7V, (5B HURE AN DNN & # MR EAT VPG,

224 7 T 1 PR 0 6 OB A 2 7 1T LAY JP R 2 S S R A AR i i U, I T AR Sk
BNINEE SN B0 AT BRI, AR I0 31 BG4 K SRR 52 K /N EATARAL, S8R I O T 238N 1, 5 1, Va4
LU, WG R BT AT 15 3 0BT R AR B IR AB 5 59— SRR HORE A A iy i1 S ik s sl 1% %
ANECEEAT BRI, WS I BN 22 52 B 1) VOB, SR AT e/ Mg o B BAG 38 Rk B B0 s 1 H KL 248
RSB IT 3 B v A 3 SR R A A ik — vk U1, 8RB I s DA 50 08 A 155 I 1) 40 3 B4
PR A T B, DR AR B ORE AR AR 7 1 R AF AT 22 ST A 9T

USRS CLAT — SRR PURE A A T IRt 17, (FR R S T R AR A A 1 S PR

(1) —LEFREN BURE A AR 7 VR I S B 2R R O T N UG R A b e K Blidme /NIRR 26 ORI R 3D
PLE, SRIMTIX ML 22 HEWE TOVE AL 1 2% bR B DAY, 5 4 BUE 3 R R PEAS A2

(2) R FRBEXS PUREAS A B 250840 2% 18 Jmy i s R 1) o), 8O vE T Re B N SR s A, 38 1 28 P 3h
R 7.

(3) —LERHH BURE AN A T VR O A S s m B, B RS (e EE T AL, S EUR RN
Tk, R PG 2% 0 25 R A W Sk, A3 HH PRSP A AN B FT AR

BEXF BRI BAAAE R BRI, AR SCHR T R AR ) 0 BUREA AR L 2: SparseAG (sparse perturbation
based adversarial example generation), %5451 2 bR HOOC T4 N B G (1080 B AR I AR MR BRI 81 50k 2B ) 6] ia
AR, TR B Ak S R PR A FOAR B R B, v A SCE L C& WP A P FR) 45k R B, 145
BRI/, TR AT P G 0 4325 O 25 1A b 28 1) R RS AR . AR SCHA) = ZE DTk B HG 4 A7 1.

(1) B A — VOBA R, 4% JE A RE R K B /S B B 2 pT a0 50 s e 4, M B 453 2Kk B BB /s
fEL sl i 2 G, AR RS 1 g

Q) EXIEAT SN &, W BTSN T RS F B, 22RICARILS) LA F M B NS n A
Peah, Fexr BRI B A Iz, LAk R e, Eimde s sl s

(3) A T WA BN I T WA, BT BB BT DAk, 7R ORE B BT B DL AN W >
TURRBN R TURPRBRE B, 32 i Joe 2 A N HURE AR IR ST S k.
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(4) A0 SparseAG 51440 5 T CIFAR-10 $di 4 PRI C& WP {1 1) DNN #2%, ImageNet 34
£ PRI Inception-v3 A% Pk A gl Al A AR B A F bs oy BRIz 5% R IO HLREA, IF 5 B4 )7 GreedyFool™'.
Homotopy-attack'””), SparseFool ™ #1 PGD [, + 1, ** {47550 46F L. 51256 45 % W], SparseAG J7 6 A [l (1) K4 42
PA AR B o R BE A 2 100% (W30t e D28, HLAE s 3l (0 A i v R R PR 3 e 1 #8005 bl v,
Pl ImageNet F(Hi4E 4 61, 5RO E T ) Homotopy-attack J7¥EAHEL, ZEAE H AR 7, SparseAG J7 ik I3 sh i b
PESETH T 45.60%, T S BRI L 1 11, L 05 > T 39.56% A1 17.18%; 41 H AR Bidi I, SparseAG Ji
RSB TE T 42.04%, 11, L 50 A>T 34.99% A1 16.03%. B4k, AR SO i il 550 VP4 SparseAG
Ti R BRI RO,

ASCH 1A I BT VR R B A AR O R AT S04 5 2 15T SparseAG kT HEM A4, 5 3 T
VRN S 1R, AR GBS . R BT . BT R R AR 0T LU . B 4 TR S 4 AT
PEM AT, 25 5 TR SCHAT A, I AR TAEEAT I ik

1 H8xTIfE

H 1T DA V2R BUREAN A O Ak e, K2 T8 R\ R B B T B2k A b e A,

Karmon 25 N U7 Hy—FhJE FIRBh B B g 0 HUREA AL 7V LaVAN. %7 s sh A B R e 42— N &
FEBED I P, WAL B R BRI A W AR AL B 2 bR M, A2 3 TR B S R B8, A G Do 200 B AR B dibn
28, SRBNZS NI AL B A S P B HGATART 1 DB DX 3k, %7 v I T R AN Wi R B R ek B e UE. 784
B BUREAR BUeh e D 2 v, FHE HL T O R S — S st AT H 3, 1B O AR AN B SR AN
21 2%, LRI MGER, SR %07 5 BB T S i e UG R P A B, To AR AN R B DL CA R
REAESK B 3G N B g e s B fr v, RaE P .

Croce 2 A\ U KL T BEHLIY 2 3K 0% (random search, RS) (IR HIREA L K J7 % Sparse-RS. FE4 i RIEAF,
RS &R AR A R

& ~ D(x), x™V = argmin L(y) 1)
ye{x® xD +5)

b, 6 AEIMEEE), D R EFhdhAE 5340, 7F Sparse-RS 1, i T AE it 3N, ik e e NI IR 2 iR &
M R NAL B IR A, Z S5 AW BT M DLE A RAEXTPIREAS. Bk BE, 7658 § kAR fE v, ik
BEPLILEUE 2 SMEEBRACM UK Bc UM, Kb |A| = |Bl = o, Hh U BB ATE G ESES. TEETE
H AT B HIEEE M = (M\A)UB, JENES B BENLAE ISR A, WIEARER G M7 XTI 03 R % 45451 5% R 45
TR, A M =M A=A, BRAMES M AA . AW ES ER R E B EHSS)Bh DNN b &7 8 T R4
ki, % DNN AL (U5 i) R E0 D, Bok lTh 28488 . AR TR 3 A oz sl SR sh M o, PLah 45 2% i AN B 22
Y e 7 ik — R e i, RIGTER 2.

Papernot %5 A\ U IR 1) bRk 2 1 35 B 10 5 1 TSMIA.L J5 030111 1) 9 50k e (35 1, DA A i
WIE L6 A5 3 6T B (1) i) LUK 35 Bv {8 3 VS AR BB R IR 3% RV A 20 s, e A o il o W B PRI 80,
AW 2R IS, E BIPE) G 0 G RE 88 D Bt DNN 2 ik %05 7R F R R A IS SR 30 I 15 5 5
NI, I HLIN B 2 B, TR R o0 e B 4R A 2l I (Al .

Croce %5 N\ PO £ HARTCH, 42 H—Fidk T & R R I B UREAE 10712 CornerSearch. J7 Mo %
(A —AMGFE VIR I — FR AU Y IR 8 R R P30, I b Bkide B AR B0 s S 2 R0 LE bR S M AT 22 e KI5 3%

ST G BT 8 E AR I AEA T A 3, DRSS IR I TR 5 2 5 A o, I L VA T RE S BN R e

Dong 25 A PR —Fh I T 0035 S0 1 W By BERR B FUREAS A2 5 77 GreedyFool. J5VE7ESS 1 By BEH Bk
BRSO T N G B2, S T WA A LIRS o5 R 3Fe 11 45 R, AN W b LA 3 &5 S d ABDN N PRI 28 A E A 3
R, FEIETAZAG 2 SO BB P (AN InPE sh i 1, B3] DNN # B sezh 1k, 7258 2 By Boh, (i on Ak Soms, $



4006 HAFFIR 2023 FF 34 K% 9B

FE—ARB) SIPLBIIR BE /N BRI B A0 TOAR PN . Horh, AR SCHE T A8 Jaont 470 19 245 A il 11 g 4% Pl H
e AR AN 7] D 14 45 32 BBURKAE, SO i (W3 g, 18 O AL 25 2 e N R G850 3, Js 2 WA 25 2 e ot 3. 12
i A UM AR BB Re g 1k B R P, DL ACBHR ISR IR L, JF A ik R k. BT GreedyFool
T AT TR S AR RIS 0, R 7 2 2 BN R s L.

Su 2 N PP 1 2 A3 A SR A PURE A AR 1 5 72 one-pixel attack, 127 T E B 5h 1 —Fh bkt
Yy s—— PO BB — MG 35 5. A T Z2 03 A SR, BENLRT A AP EE g AN [RIAL A [ Bl 5 1430
M RERS RN AR ERERAE, IR MRS A A3 40 2K bR 2/ 1) SRV D BRHR 4T R B AL 10T VRN FR A
Yoki Jrid, TRREvE BRI, IS NP3 s AR D, SR R T 052 RO B S8 — MG 3 R, DR v B0 ik
DI IHIL.

Fan 25 A\ VSR t—F 5T ADMM (alternating direction method of multipliers) 535 [\ R i RE A4 5 ) 1 SAPF
(sparse adversarial attack via perturbation factorization). 7£1% /727, SAPF F#48 N # i P 5)) 2 i 9 B Bl i B /1y
S FIAHHENS G IR R, BRI B) T AR IR A &= §OG . A A iR B H 2 10 10 R4 45 A VR A5 2 4 i)
8, 1l ADMM B340 6 A G AT OuAL, S & AR B AR B %772 A2 BN AR P B AR R B R 2 IR, 4R
THEIFRER LR %, 3 H T ADMM S5A G Rk, 1207 R M IE R TS % A6 3R i T K, 3+ H. ADMM
BIETT Re S TEEWSN, BT ToIE I 45 1.

Modas %\ PI3ET DNN 40285 15 50 S48 i SparseFool 572, 1% 7 108 1D 1) Y0t A4 il B ALk fr)
e 1 SEHARAL ) . VR 1 5618 F DeepFool ™D UGS INSE T 1, S B4R 3N v, H K25 USRS 3 31 53 30 A bt
1, I T RN A2 0 S AR BRI, AT OLAGREN » e bt ah Ak, 15Uk 45 B0t DNN T i522
(R R 1252 LB BE e e, AR T 5 sRAF I R RPN I R B PR A A2

Zhu %5 N PR R A RN ST AR R ST (nonmonotone accelerated proximal gradient method,
nmAPG) Fl [R5 W R B PURE A A4 B 572 Homotopy-Attack. 1E# {f{ Fl nmAPG H2 SR MY E 1 1, IE WAL
PR AT, ToykR BT Bk 0 1) i, 183 nmAPG FE A st sh, JHl i e Sk S i8S
i LUMRAIE AR B3 B W R i Th it DNN, XA ARIE L 0% AR BRI 1 2 70 28 oA p0 20 () FE At 38 H A AR
A5 AR RN AR BRI - I A AR AT W] M B X PL A I R vk AT P AR T Rk s o SR
A I BN — AP S B E, 1M TR sh o F S35 B 7 i Bk R e 4. Homotopy-Attack Ji2AHE T-3L
RS HUREA A R VE T, AR BRI R, B i) 3 88, Mg sl (1 AR i 2 B

2 MR ARERTE

2.1 [E)REIEIR

X HURE A AR BT T ) B I — 28 A HIR 3k A5 B R NS TR R A, 48 DNN = A48 11T, 4 x b I
UATEG, v Ry R LR G I (0 TE R bR 2%, Z i Bt () DNN A58, Z (x) i DNN JGF55 r Bl (A %, o
1<r<K. AR HAr B0 50 R, 0 R AG FR x B INRsh 6 B Hike A, BEIMIR Z 41 X% PIREAR S S y
A2, BRI ah 75 T8 /N DUCRUERT BUREAS ) B2k, T DL, S PUREA AR iy ik 4 aiad 1, 76
H(p=0,1,2,00) BT EXHFEA T L5 1) RHUREA A Bl o) 31— A3 D F H b e 5

rnéinlléllp S.t. argmaxZ.(x+0) #y )
r=1,...K

AR TR A O BURE AR (KRR R, AR A — Sl i ) YEBOEAT AR T BAh, S T AR U R AR i
SEVE, AEAE B L RE R, & A N Eh A I DS W BB A e , BN PN 6 1 1, JEH0R BB AE, A
T AESR E (K1 KPR L T Pesh LAl B (K15 3% . IR, 7R3 HARMGE 2 50T, ARSI HUREA L B i R
LUNNER 7Yk 48

méin||6||0 S.t. argmaxZ,(x+9) #,|0llc <& 3)
r=1,...,K
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2.3 #MEhRm

N T AP, Sparse AG 772 T4 K MR F OG0 N G IR0 B {0324 obthy B BRIt 50 w5 -8 m A V2 i
(RIPR 0, 23N (1 S RS T B DNN, BT a6 8 7 .

N T SRR BN (15 3 A, AR BRI B v SR T AR, SER I sh g A B e E b b 1, A5
WIkR K 0. FERFUGEA T, 1 56 TH 5 DNN 48 s B T3 N R IOBE L g, FIIET g ARIEIR B AU 22 SRms ff o
SAERBD A, IR ARSI ARSI . A SO C&WPIR R R K R 5, 1t H bm e (453 2 e A -

flx,y) = max(Z(x)y —max{Z(x); : i # y},—h) 5)

o H bR B R K R EOR

f(x,y") = max(max{Z(x); : i # y'} = Z(x)y,—h) (6)
o, x, y 23 h BHEREAR AR AR R R B SEARAE, v oA HAR B R 2 20 25, Z(x), 9 DNN 55 IS x 6 Fhs
2 TRINMESR, b h BAS BESEL, BN 0, h FOAELE K U B 28 A J X URE AR B Gk 5 R TR 1 i ),

PRGBS B U, O VR R 3 g TR B (R K A% 38 0 by PR A e 8 ol U210, 8% it S B o 2 B
TP BN A5 R SR AN RE LR IE A 2K bR AT B g5, T3 B0 IR A 1 12575 B 58 22 (R A ROk 48 R B R R
K B ME, AFFFE BB R 2. h T RSB % oR O B, B R IR S AR i, A SRR FE 5 45
KR BN RS R AP L ARk IE, 78 e+1 YOEAh, B E S R T ¢ DOk A S L, TERLED
B 1 BRI T, T AR PG AR T B S 0 o0 (1 4k S8 I 50, G U i BT 2 bR B0 A K ) 480 5 SR Al T 34 40
) pii. E BRI A R BN I 3% v, $2 BB 5 AL h K BN U8 T & MR 36 05 pa, pas o i B N IRIE SR B 25
B, A RIRE LR 1 AMEER AR IR, A p, AN S T BER I R B I/, WRKE p, e 9 58 e+ 1 YA ORI
Pz i, IR ELRB I B E G R, 3B 1 YGRS P UG xady | F R G oy v p, A AR 2247 5 K4
1. o, FEIE B /T & MEEL S 5 5, 7T BRI AR i & skt s g s N3t DNN A, JRAT 05 DNN F00 el 45
5K PG ¥ 453 2% R B, A7 R0k D RSP I8 AT IO IR TR RS, RS R s i R R, B S0 Bk sh i B G e s A
DNN 73 FN bR 25 s H AR B b 1. 1) GO ARTS Ik sh i AR A Kt 1

X = Clipi (™ +a-(g-v)) 7
ek, v FOR WA 7 B 0 R A K B R, B0 v, A 1, T AR R A B A g, (3R3h; o D71
W M E S5, A TR sh g, Clip (x) B EE x P MERTB MRS R I sh s e W.
P T3R5 32 RS I KPR 1 R 2388 e IR S I, 7 BRI PR B P K, A8 BL 2 BRA, DRI 75 EF
EG A I Psh AT BRIV ELAASKUE, W SR M i P sh s i P sh K N T A, WIPKE B2 I BR 1 2 0 4
KNS, R ZAKZARBNEATAT TR AE . Ak sh i) BAR AR 573 1 B,

&% 1. Pertddd().
N R ERREA x, FEARFRE y;
B SHREAR xadv

L. WIURAL: =0, x4 = x, v/ = v;

2. while argmax Z,(x/") ==y do
3. W ﬁﬁ‘rzjlciz;;l-’il;ioss:oo ;
THREBUR R BT x IR g
Phik g ARG 3 mi B s KIWET & MEEE AL P,
for p, e P
v =1/ v p RN TR RN 1
XV = ClipS(xf™ +a-(g-v);

t+1

® 2Nk
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9. if f(xfflv,y) <minLoss
10. minLoss = f(x*,y);
11. selectedpixel=p;;

12. end if

13. Vi=v

14.  end for

IS0 Vooectedpiser = 13

16. xffi = Clipi(xj’dv +a-(g-v);
17. tet+1;

18. end while

19, xadv = yadv,

20. return x“";

24 HEpiitk

TER INWIEPL S 2 J5 , BEET R IE I B AR xedv BAR BB i D) B0t DN, A LA IR 328, (I NIt 8h 25 5
EN SRR AR, PLsh RGP AR A BRI AL A 7). T B 3 s i, b 2042 st s A i M R B SE P,
ASCHEH T — PR AL S, 5324 LR PN B

(D) P ahFamith: BT mENE LBRITRPS) UL EEMERARE n NPE), HALHR S vE =5 n
AN H 2 Beck D, BT 20 R R B i 1 e v IR Bl T &

(2) &R FLSE P FEARUE Bl BRI I 00T, Tl g TC RPN A K T R BN PN E &, SRR 4t
FEA IR 3R SR B

TELE RN PR B, T SE A R LG8 6 v & ANPahih S H B RSO PR A x e (Bt g B
RSN 6, (= 1,2,3,...,q) 4L, Xzl s, R4S T A0 WO TREA xe® v L Brdsl o, 13 218
PEB B G xe, TH B v IR BRAUE f (), 6, IR BN TR I e AR L JOG HUREAS 3 (453 K bR K28 b
HORAM R, TR AT

o= fE,y) = P, y) ®)

TP B F B T CAVPAL TR LE P )6 DNN T 5 B PHE 8099, B33 3l e 2 TR 1. 5 ik et HHh
TN, FE4E RS B AN BRI A W SR S TUR RSN, Witk 23 i3 5 PR AAT R Be g At
DNN = B4R W, W BEE0 R TCRPES). LBRIURESN UG T A 8 kAR AR AL, BN AN I T2 PR th AT
RAEARAY, DRI TR U S S T, AR P ) T B L B PR A R B INIET 0 NP, FE R )
URFR AR I BE I shids In o7 v AR G B 8 sl IR I AH NG B8 I 5, B 30 Bk 3 8 it G i Th Be o DNN 4
1 AWE S IR, s R EGE IS m RECE & B S BE 2 p AN BT BRI, SRS o, IR R
P s I — P E R PEa) 77 6. T 25 B BB R RS, fEAN I 2 s m Pk AR S M RS oL R, A BrkE A
A BT 2 LA — A8 A G RS TR G IS N, 138 35 B 7 vk s JR B B AL, 2B b g P B v ).

P& mr PR AN B kB B 4 R 2 SR A5 B IR AR IR T BEAEE DU AR R B LA TUR I ANIE B, S T 3 —20 48
LB ICSEE, SRS TR HE P 2 B BUREAS R U RPN, HE T AP T, X RS Ak S
W 2 R AN T HE T, Dl TP SR B S 12 1A - T PR AR o P8l e, 9N PRI Bl B 2 /0, LA B 4 v 1)
Btk ez, BB BARAIT SN L, A PRSI BEBOK. X2 6, AEATN A B midbl ) By 3 o 57 2 3K
R

1
61}educe — 6] Qe — ©)
]
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o, ZHA G GEESH, T bmb RS R, 2578 S M B il i E D a4 ) R 13 2UFEA
3R BE RN Bechi DNN, LR B s LA AR 75 U, SRS 12 PR 0 I R 1 1 4.
WAl B BRI an 453k 2 BioR, Jod PertImportance(x, x;.’dv) AT ESFPREA xfdv R BB A

&% 2. PertOptimization().

BN BRI FEA x, FEARREE y, XHHUREA x4
B T PUREAS e

1 WIfAk: =0, X = xadv;
2. while i<m or Wb PEZELE p AT do

3. o = PertImportance(x, x;’d");

XN — i ERRTURIRBNWFEAR;
o = Perlmportance(x, x:.’d") ;

X RKBRIENER N n A RE;
X4 = PertAdd(x, ) ;

P—itl;

© % N o v R

. end while
10. x4 — AR I FE HR PR BN b 1 B v RO BURE AR
11, x* — ZERTURPLEN SR TR PSR BE IS IR PR AR,

12. return x“¥;

3 SWIRE

ARATXT SIS B A . X A B G ar SI  r EFRAR R E R T A4, T VPN AR SCHR H o TR AR A
BT VS bR AR
3.1 LIRS

ARSCAHFH CIFAR-10P 404 4 LA K ImageNet™ S 45 11y S2 0 308 466 X FUbE A2 iy i3 A7 V4. Shvh
CIFAR-10 #E 8405 50000 7K EZ 1O 2B 42 LA 10000 5K B45  IR A 45, B da b8 10 2010, |
Q53 HEER N 32 x32x 3. [T ImageNet ZEE M &M A L AIL L, S50 ImageNet 204 11— /N2 s
fE——ILSVRC2012 H4R 4L, i BRE Y 128 TR EBMIIGEIELE. 50000 kEGIHRIEEIREL K& 10 7
T BRI EE A, B AR ILA 1 1000 NG, B HE% 0 299 X299 x 3. 7E4E H ARt 524 1, A CIFAR-10
IR A P LR 5000 7K %, A ILSVRC2012 BiE 4 45 Hh BN LI 1000 7K 1%, 18 5 FibtAE o7
W AR B K MR SR AR fF H AR I 928, A CIFAR-10 IR A2 th EPLAHEL 1000 5K E14, A ILSVRC2012
IR AR T B LA 50 TRIEME, VE DR sl It B B R 4R, 5 — ik IBMECR A 9 AN H AR B 5 %8 43 i AR U0 Bt
FEAR.
32 BEgoAER

7E CTFAR-10 %dfi 4k b, S2it R C&WPHrb A FH] () DNN REZ A g 4573 FA5E 0 3% DNN B4 5 4 AN
BUZ, 3 B E U 2 NitbAb 2, A BEGR ] 32 x32x 3, 3T CIFAR-10 VI 2R B0 42 X 1 R 34T
95, fiEfiA 3] 80.65% MM14) K UENIZE. /1 TmageNet Fda i b, A SCAH TN Z5 47 (K] Inception-v3 B2 PS4 [ 45 43
PR BEREIE T 77.45% 4 S UET .
3.3 =it

BEO S PURE AR A BT VEAE H AR BT LA AR B AR B BRI 5N A R BUREA, SERSE B ko, b e
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U STPREAR T IR ASR (attack success rates). A X HUREA BT 75 B 18] 73X JLFHFE AR R DEAR X Hike A
ATV IR

I, R 1) WEAR PN R AR TT 3 AN, AR BURE AL 7V R AR B 8 3 A5, Hok
VAL A AR BN I FR B L. 1) VOB (EER ), ZR7s UG T He B K45 38 s AN H08 D, sl AR W U AR A il VR AR
PRI SN B 1 5 v, R PR B B > 45 2 A Th Bt DNN.

L, LIGHC 1 VSRR B & T s XA N, L IR H B o & e 2 MR, 1, 1, sk
i AR /. 1, L SOBURAEER ], R INTE G P 2 /).

I, TR 1, e BRI B3 B v &N 0 3 4O B R s A, F T B s IR 3 ) e R L 1, Y {E /), 6
TS INTE BB R S K P BN I HE /).

Yook b Z ASR: Bk ey 26 A T8 6 oRE A AR 17 v B R0k ABCBONT B AR AR 1 5 2 35 A 1 m AN it
FEA, Horpn MREATT: DNN AR B3, W il sh R 4

ASR = %XIOO% (10)

AL O PURE AR I A I ) T2 32 T8 B R AR A ST VR R RE, 4> 10 7 LRSI AN HURE A 187 1010

IFIA], fena 7R T 3E HAXFPURE A R ], 2 20
T = fend — Fstant (1)

3.4 XfEEFTE

i T VAl SparseAG JiVE I EARBUR, SIGAE H AR B DL AR H AR BUdi s 557 B 23 0 B EUAS [ PR 5 PR AR 4
JPAT X . AEAE H ARG 3 R, SEE0E L SparseFool ™, GreedyFool”!. Homotopy-attack”A J PGD, +1,, "
X 4 B HUREAE SO VEAT R LG, B3R 4 Bl iR 70 AR O BUREA IS TR T4 AR s AR itk LA R 3 1)
SEVESE T, AL T HABKT HREA AR 55, RS2 S0 B ER bk 4 Bkt b4k B bR Bods 755t S IR By . 7
HAs B %50 F, T SparseFool ™ i b I #1] H bt i3, PGD U, + 1, PVAE K41 S A i ME AR, PR3l FE e
K, Pt sz HEHR GreedyFool' 'L K Homotopy-attack 1 2y F 4R34 o % bL 7 v,

4 WERGH

SEIG BT 6 52 I P DNN B, 76 JE B ARG LK H b iz s, 56F CIFAR-10 BLK ImageNet 44k
S AN R O REAS 2B T AT VP A . AE S B0 b, SparseAG J7iEAE CIFAR-10 Bi¥i4E b, S m kil s
Bk VEE 150, 78 ImageNet AL L k BEE Jy 50. $bAk, b 79 38 e % 24 b A s, B moa Pike A i)
L, KRR A A O VA I B KA B E & 2% Homotopy-attack /57 P ¥ E H 0.05.
4.1 IFEMRHEEWER

1EAR HARBU I 50, DNN B8 W L HUAE A 43 2 0 AR IE AR S R e A Bk ). sEae 6 ik 5 Fhoy
o SRR BRI NPl My 1 X HUAEAR, SEae 4 Rk 1 fiow, Jop 2 3 HI3R R 35 7 VR BT A st Rt A (i Boeh i Th
#5547 B0 MFRTRRFREARI 3 b, 1, b, 1. 0L

M 1 A LA Y, SparseAG J7 VA REME /A 0 AR R 100% M BGt lh 2%, 3 HAE L, 1), 1 168
RILIR AR, BN B B AN R AR Bl s B R I . Bk, 7 CIFAR-10 (45 4E b, SparseAG Jji2: P R &
BRI B 2.2% MR FE A BRI Yk %, H3sh AN 405 Homotopy-attack Ji i AH Lk /> 43.33%.
SparseFool Il PGD [+ 1, Jji%5: 5 25 A7z, Biadi it % 43 i R eIk 3] 97.2% F 85.5%, I HA ek zh i i 1tk
AR, A B R 2 T T, SparseAG J7 v 1, EEUENG = T- Homotopy-attack 7%, HAR AL P zh i K E
AR A, B H AR (AR AR, 1, L, 8505 Homotopy-attack /5 i3 LL 23 JI /> 36.63% F1 14.39%. 1
ImageNet 4 4E I, SparseAG 512 34 AT AN 4G 5 0.1% 5 3 i, Hhzh /M40 Homotopy-attack /5%
HALEI /> 45.60%. SparseFool A1 PGD [ + 1, RIVELFE, Bali I3 73 53] A REIL 2 82% FI 53.8%, I HAE K 1135)
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TR B, 7 A R B A 1 5 1T, B8R SparseAG 52 (e KR B I B AN 2 Fee A, B HC A e sl (0 S A4 50 i
FERAR, 1, 1, 7635 Homotopy-attack J5 3240 EL 43 BV /D 39.56% F 17.18%. 5L W SparseAG J5i2:Ar HAT H 22
FEAE ) ImageNet Zi A FARAR BEYS A= b B itk 48 e HLPR B P AR KPR 20, R it H RS BL S (R HUREAR.

R ARH B R 45 R AL

LGS WARFS ASR (%) L [ L, loo

SparseAG 100 68 3.393 0.369 0.049

SparseFool 97.2 445 21.90 0.837 0.050

CIFAR-10 GreedyFool 100 155 7.667 0.541 0.050
Homotopy-attack 100 120 5.354 0.431 0.043

PGD Iy+1, 85.5 209 10.47 0.723 0.050

SparseAG 100 303 15.08 0.757 0.050

SparseFool 82 1839 90.20 1.434 0.050

ImageNet GreedyFool 100 1788 58.68 1.304 0.049
Homotopy-attack 100 557 24.95 0.914 0.045

PGD [+, 53.8 2095 88.03 2.019 0.050

4.2 BirBELEER

75 H bR BT 50T, DNN BERS TR SRR HURE A2 3800 ot 48 58 Ibs A Re Budi i ah, H AR B AR LR H AR
KOs IR e, SR AE T 3 Flot BURE A 2R B 0t JEUE B AS INB S Rt wF BopE AR, s gt ik 2 fios. Hor,
55 3 41l Best case R/ {ERFIK UG IH 9 A HARAR%S v, #6615 i 160 H AR ST PURE AR 1P ¥ Ge ok, 56 4 41 Average
case R T A HARXFOREA K F RIS, 45 5 %1 Worst case F78 9 A HARARZE FR RS R ML 5K 10 F AR FLREAS 1) F
gl

K2 HARBGL S S5 R P

" - Best case Average case Worst case
H ASR (%) 1, L L s ASR(%) I, I, L ls ASR(%) I, L L s
SparseAG 100 63 3.10 0.350.049 100 163 8.05 0.590.050 100 269 13.29 0.78 0.050

CIFAR-10  GreedyFool 100 114 5.69 0.470.049 100 377 18.65 0.880.050 100 728 35.26 1.28 0.050
Homotopy-attack 100 124 5.63 0.450.042 100 260 11.58 0.680.045 100 433 18.01 0.850.043

SparseAG 100 951 46.47 1.390.050 100 1977 93.30 1.990.050 100 3477 158.05 2.62 0.050

ImageNet  GreedyFool 100 9560 378.493.840.050 100 21008 416.023.380.047 100 30334 406.89 2.89 0.046
Homotopy-attack 100 1698 73.70 1.730.049 100 3411 143.512.370.049 100 5646 231.86 3.02 0.049

M 2 ATLUE H, FEF R EE4E R, SparseAG /75 7E Best case. Average case #1l Worst case | # At 15 SZ I
100% Bt ez, I B0, 1, 1, WEE Rk B 5, RIPLE0H o e R AR i B R I A, Rk, 78
CIFAR-10 #(#li4E I, SparseAG J7VETE Average case P34 R T ZHL 8 JRUUA KI5 5.31% M5 3 R BT e 1,
He3) N4 5 Homotopy-attack J7iEAH LLid/> 37.31%. £EA B3 (0 5 75 1HI, HL8X SparseAG /1% M I, W AUAE 3
Fha vt 350 N 420 T Homotopy-attack J5 ¥k, (HETE L, L {407 ¥ REME 1A B AR, 78 Average case | All
Homotopy-attack #H Lt 437 ¥ 2> 30.48% I 13.24%. 7F ImageNet £i#i4E |-, SparseAG J7A7E Average case T3
A 2l 56 R 0.7% (53 i RIEGE )), HAs) x4y Homotopy-attack 75 ¥EAH LI/ 42.04%. 7575 %
BN IR 7 1H, B SparseAG J5E N i KPS IR A & de s, (BAARIESNIE B 3L, 1, L ¥i4i5 Homotopy-
attack J7VEARLL 23 5D 34.99% H1 16.03%. S8R W SparseAG J52:7E H bR BUdi st T HAR RENE A5 LR b i
It BB B SRS
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4.3 H xR E]

SR gt T A HARBCE LU AR HARBCE R, JURN 7R AR o Boke 4 i 75 (4 35 i 1),

3 EIRT 5 MR BARX BUREA AL 1) T34 B . 45 53R W, SparseAG J7 ¥z BOW HUREAS BT 75 (R I 7] 5 F:
e, BRIk, 75 CIFAR-10 £#4E b, SparseAG J7 A WH #ET (] LL SparseFool, GreedyFool EA &% PGD [, +1,,
X3 A, B S B RTh A SRR G 1 DL S S SR IR A 1) Homotopy-attack J7v2:4H EL HEA. 78
ImageNet $4i4E I, [FIFEHb, SparseAG 77 ¥ [ TH ¥ERT (A AIK T Homotopy-attack J772:. %I Lt SparseAG J5iAZERA™
Bl g EIITVEFE, W LU H, BEE G PR R, UG AL S IR E BE O S22, SparseAG Ji ik EE 2 (1)
AR T 3N 2L, i — IR AR A8 P I )R A 7 i P8 s, e S50 2 ) I TR SR AR AL 0 8 LLER T 7
Bifk, PRIAE ImageNet 3R 4E F A8 2 1IN ) AH AR

K3 AR HFRRTHUREA A S I 1] (s)

Hfide SparseAG SparseFool GreedyFool Homotopy-attack PGD [y +1,
CIFAR-10 6.32 3.02 0.46 42.73 5.14
ImageNet 879.93 19.93 37.08 893.63 82.59

KA RIRT 3 P77 H AR B AR A B P I ). 25 93K B, Sparse AG 77 ¥ A2 B BT A i i (P I ) -
. HARSKUE, 46 CIFAR-10 20¥54E &, SparseAG J7 i1 #EIT ] b GreedyFool 1, {H5 Average case [ Bili ik
T Eh MGk DA AR 3 I8 2 L B AL 1Y) Homotopy-attack J7 7240 EU B4, 7F ImageNet Hidli 4 b, X Tk
RSFHIEGAEAR, Sparse AG Jy 25 1) 78 FE T (] AH Bl S At B Fh ¥4 1. X B Sparse AG iy ¥2:7E P /N 208 5 L 1R I )
HFE, "TLUE B, BT ImageNet £ 45 G 43 9 K HAL & 58 IR 4 HHAIE, SparseAG Jr VAR B2 N 16211
I TR % EE SparseAG 77 7R H ARG HURE AR A2 e B B FROT HOREA A sl iR RV #E, W BUE , T B b deh
AR LGAE B AR Bech S A e, 759N EE S L H R PR AR AR B0 5 i ()3 5

K4 HERRPUREAERIF B 1 (s)

Bt ok SparseAG GreedyFool Homotopy-attack
CIFAR-10 13.86 2.49 64.41
ImageNet 2526.16 273.42 1447.45

SEA AR 3. R A TTLIEH, SparseAG i VEFE M FI g 50 T (M 18] FF44 5 38 20 %) Le 77 v 2285, {H )2 SparseAG
JIETEAE O BUREA I B et 28 . A2 R 2 AR itk LA R AP 2 I R 5 T A IR I, X AR IE A AN SO i) 322
ok H A%, k4b, SparseAG J7vETEARE B ARBUt 3 5e P AN E0s 5 LUK H AR Bt 3% 5 W CIFAR-10 £c4i 48 EI a) I
I e ZE, R T X h Bt e th 28 . PLahfmn ok LS AR 20 5 2 BT AL 1) Homotopy-attack Ji%, H7E
PF% 500 CIFAR-10 4 | 5 A 5 VA L ZE BR 3R /N, Sparse AG 773X AE H A5 8L i34 5¢1¥) ImageNet £di4E
IR T A ECR, X0 BT H AR B B WAE LA K ImageNet BHGEh 52 440 J5 T DT 2 B0 B 2R3, A0 R
SparseAG J7VETEIT (A TT4Y b 5060 b 7 vk ) Z2 B v] LA SZ ).

4.4 HFRASELE

J T EE— B f# SparseAG Ji ik B R TR B FI/E M, SR TEAE H AR BT 5T, 78 CIFAR-10 BLJ
ImageNet (45 LRI T I RASEL. LR, K GreedyFool 7772 L MHATHLS AN, AT IR 22 BRI sL K dr %40
M1; ¥ SparseAG J5 2 R T WAL SIS N0 S8ty 44 o M2; ¥ SparseAG J7¥EH RIEATHIA P30 I B K T
RPN RTCA ISR L Yk 2D 1) 5206y 4 2 M3; K SparseAG 77157 WA THIURPL )8 Iin CA S ik HE =350 g 0 1 5
4 fiv 4% k) M4; K 5 2 1) SparseAG 5 L2844 4 MS.

5 R T AR BARSGE T R AsE g g5 3, WK TR RTLUE Y, SparseAG IIPLENTS N 5 LA SR Eh OLAL 5K s fig
oA RO B R B P B v R LS. AR IE, 78 CIFAR-10 4845 F, M2 5 M1 MHLL, 1) {640 B &, jIAE
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BB M Bk R 5 o, X R W 450 2K o U S/ (R E 30 Jon S s R A 15401 2K R B DL T B, AT 4 3)
SIIG R s L, L VBT BRI, B SR B B AR IR B S, TR D T, B IE R AR,
M3 5 M2 MLk, 4, 1, L TOECEAE 3T, R TCRIBFIIC RSN IR L e — 2538 i 2E etk ) i g v 0
FERIREE. M4 5 M2 AL, 1, 1, L TE8ER T 2, SRk )R SR AR AT A B R 3l AR B 1k R B S, 5
HARAL IR ZAR T M3. M5 5 M3 AL, A2 et 3l i B N S pd i FE 387 R 3 T, Rk R B i
TR 5 M4 M, AR s PR B E BT, SERIR R TR, (T M4 R Bk R s AL AR A ek
2 e AT RIS A B R, TR M5 AR R A M4 SR T80 A R, B TU A SR 3h AN T 4 0 5 e 1 sk 2>
IALAL SR AR SR B — 2 AL R . 7F ImageNet 4 &£, B T BIGURTAR, A0 2 BURHAETE N 2%, ATtk
SparseAG B #B3 I L R W] &, M2 5 M1 AHEE, M3, M4 5 M2 #itk, M5 5 M3 dEE, 22k sh i fsi b
L ARl 5 30 R B BT, JF H M4 AR BCR L M3 AR, M5 5 M4 M LLIKER TR R, (H R A —
IR

RS OHMSR SR

G/ WARES ASR (%) I A b Ieo
Ml 100 215 10.580 0.635 0.050
M2 100 74 3.725 0.384 0.050
CIFAR-10 M3 100 72 3.622 0.378 0.050
M4 100 68 3.397 0.370 0.050
M5 100 68 3.379 0.367 0.050
Ml 100 2763 131.793 2.042 0.050
M2 100 1008 47.858 1.150 0.050
ImageNet M3 100 633 30.180 0.949 0.050
M4 100 304 15.181 0.761 0.050
M5 100 303 15.086 0.757 0.050

4.5 WHERIEHATIAL

SparseAG J7 V28 INE B (R 3Ar B 25 TR AN RN R 2E 228 Oh T B 68 58 i oL s W 8 b B sl (s
A7 5 LAPIA BB X DNN IR BURG 36 A, H FLRE RS B8 0 i 00 s 0 52 A= b AR Bk AR PRE AR IR S8k, 43
WIEE T 2 AR H SparseAG J5 129 HAE AR B ARSHTUREA BT H bt HREA, S XHUREAS b Brids i3 sh it
AT AL

2 J 5T SparseAG Jy kAT AR HARBLh (3B vl 004, JErbr 3 51 43 S0 B 4 SIS . R HUREA R Bk
B MALEG. P LA H, SparseAG J7 VA HLEN G 1 DG BT X 8, 258 1 47 B b8l R B InAe Sk A &, 3F
ARG 3= s A B D, dSINIPEh B B s Mg, 25 RO BURE A S JR s UG SR AT RITR X 73 .

3 0 HARBGE N s WAL, S 20— AR R AR BRI — 4 R 3 BN A H SRR A AR
FEAR, 36 3 FI A RHREAR BB WAL AR, 55— 2 A AR HARAR S T 0 B IR 3l 1t A 3L X3, w] LA
F H, SparseAG JiikAE HARBGE ~, RAE LB R HARbREE, BHG S as i sh i IH A B 1 SR )R
F i B IE, 9F HAR BRI BURE AR N ZUSE, 55 A RE AR IR AR IR X 43 .

W 2. B3 s A E T LUR I, 5 3 SRR BUREA AR B A L, SparseAG J VA BEME SR TE RS
(PR B, I B A7 B RE A XU A Bt DNN SR AL UF (1R 1, B DNN X UG il Ee45 3% it 4 o
4.6 LIERSTHT

ARSCKTHURE A A S5 5 (K Bt i e . PR B i 1, 55 (p = 0,1,2, 00) UL IR PUREA T 75 I 1) 3% )L
AT % SparseAG 7775 A S BE R JLANK B BT S B0 VPAL . S50 45 H 3K B, Sparse AG J7¥E7E IR H bR B h Al
H A B i35 5 F L& CIFAR-10 FI ImageNet #0448 T Y REM X F] 100% BT BN, F BA s sh gt
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(1, Y650 FAEEARRZNNREE (1, 701, 3550 FALT X L7k, SR s Rl A (1, 1840 0% = T Homotopy-attack LA
J% GreedyFool J77%k. LERIE X HUREAS B I 18] 751, AEE H AR BU A H AR B35 F, SparseAG J7v4/E CIFAR-10
B AR EAE R I A48 D, (HRTE TmageNet ZU4E A A6 2k 1 IR IR ARG

1%

B2 Ak RS Eh AT AL

visualization

LS

rilling platform visualization common area

indigo untmg

windsor tie visualization

B3 Hbsdedisishnr i

5 B 44

ARSCHR T — R TR B4 8D A BURE A 17 1% SparseAG, X EUGRE AR N4k )k A4 1 DNN (¥1% ke
A ZTFERE T BUR R BT N BR KRR B, S AR HURENS (159 45 2Kk iR BB /N O DL sh s I B I 45, 5 HL
BEUE T MR T P S E LRSS UL S B T i R s A D TR AR TR SR, 22D 4
TSR B RO HURE AR U, SE00 25 B K B SparseAG J7vk 1l LA & B Bt BiAe AL, HAE BGRB8 H 4%
B R B E AR R B AR Bl L

SR, SparseAG TTEMARAFAE — LA L. BARZTTIE L AR sl AR A A5l e 2R DU, AEJE AL 10T T
FEA T 3 I TR, DR AR AR I LA v, 5 0t DR T3k, DAAE DR R i I 1 [ I, 92D SO R A i e

LI TH].
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